
Rishi Kurichh 
7225 Armat Drive 
Bethesda. MD 208 17 

Cornmissioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Communications Commission 
44.5 12th Street, NW 
Waslungton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of open-source software. adoption of the broadcast flap 
will mean I ani unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's plae  to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenu 
that consumers must use In order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource softwale are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to unprove the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
niodulatolr and demodulators, preventing open-source programmers from mnovating in field of digital 
comnitmcations techmques used by television. 

Most Americans assunied that when television became digtal, viewers would be able to do more with 
television propmuning. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consinners ale 
able to watch TV. consuaers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to malung it illegal to 
watch digml television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

kshl Kurichh 
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Michael D. Houst 
91 Beauty Hill Rd 
Banington. NH 03825 

Conmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American comurmrs have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will m a n  I a m  unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

It IS not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating system that 
consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Atltlitionally. adoption of the broadcan flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
conipiiter programmers and "tmkerers" who work to improve the software. Their mntributions and constant 
iimovation is what makes open-source soflware able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nlodulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers fiom innovating infield of &@tal 
comniunications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television progamnung, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumzrs il~r 

able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to malung it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television uansition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincere1 y, 

mchael D. Houst 
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Zach a s s  
3953 112 3RD Ave 
San Diego CA 92 103 

Comnussioner Mchael J. Copps 
Federal Conmmmcahons Commission 
445 12th Street. N w  
Washington, D C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of AnErican consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of open-source soha re ,  adoption of the broadcast tlag 
will m a n  I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will makethe FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch I S  omside i t 4  

proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the s o h a r e  licenses or computer operating systenls. 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adopuon of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software xe 
cornptiter progranmlers and "tmkerers" who work to improve the software. Their conrributions and constant 
Innovation is what d e s  qxn-source soflwxe able to wmpete in the marketplace 

Thc broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAh4 
modulators and demodulators. preventing opensource programmers from innovatmg in field of digital 
ConunuNcations techques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addiuon to maIung it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Zach Goss 
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Douglas Theobald. Ph.D. 
1475 Folsom #3036 
Boulder. CO 80302 

C~nnnussioner Mchael J. Copps 
Federal Comniuxucatmm Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C. 20554 

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoptlon of a 
"broadcast flag". I a m  writing to jointhem As a user of open-ource software, adoption of the broadcast tlag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that mnsumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoptlon of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source sotiwar are 
cnmpuiter progranuners and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their mntributlons and constant 
innovanon is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers h r n  movating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television pro~amming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways conswliers r l ~  2 
able to watch TV. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal telawsion 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal t o  
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
pionlote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Douglas Theobald. Ph D 
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Onober31, 2003 

tommlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fdderal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
4.45 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCCmandnted adoptlon of "broadcnst flag" technology for dlgttal televlslon As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I (eel strongly that such a polley would be bad tor Innmtlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon at D N  

A robust, compettbe m n r k t  for consumer eleetronlcs must be rented In manuheturen' ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Allewlng movle ftudlos to veto features d DTv-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the stud109 to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In praduets that don't necessarlly remet what consumerr llke me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money (or Inferbr funalonalb 

I? the FCC Issues a broadcast ?lag mandata, I would nctuslly be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest a( Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal tdevlalon Thank you for your t h e  

sincerely, 

Larry Blunk 
2829 Wlldwod Trall 
Sallne, MI 48176 
USA 
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Commissioner Michael 3. Coppr 
Federal Communications Commissim 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

October 23,2003 

Dear Mr. Copps, 

I am writinq to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated ctdoption of "broadcast flag" technology for diG:%l 
television. As a consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rig'i.s, 
and the ultimate adoption d DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer elecbnie must b rxkol:d in mdriufactuws' "billty to ianovaie fool ? ': 

customers. Allowlng movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception eq 'ipn CII; will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in producti that don't necessarily retlect what 
consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for Inferior functionality. 

lf the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for dwlces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digltal television. Further, I don not understand why the 
entertainment industry Is continuously singled-ut for "special treatment" by the government. Starting with the 
DMCA rules glving unprecedented prlvileges to the entertainment Industry, the FCC Seems to now be willing to join 
that trend with this "broadpst flag" nonsense. I agree that copyright infringement is a serious problem, but not just 
for MPAA and FUAA members. I see no valid reason why the solution must involve punlshing the majority for the 
crimes of a small minority. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 
A 



David Menefee 
POBOX 1183 
Hayfork CA 96041 

Comssioner Mchael J. Copps 
Federal Commmcations Commission 
44s 12th street. Nw 
Wdshington. D.C. 205.M 

Dear Conmussloner Michael J. Copp: 

Thousands of American consumers have  already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to Join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flap 
will mean I am imable to receive digital television broadcass on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC s t d  for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside Its 
proprr role. It IS  not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating system 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and consmt 
innovation IS what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban gen-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nmdulators and demodulators, preventing open-source programmers from movating in field of dlgtal 
comniimcatiims techruqiles tised by televwon. 

Most Americans assumed rhat when television became digtal, viewers would be able to do m r e  with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV. CQ~~LID-ESI-S will be less inclined to invest in the equiplnent to view digital television. 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

David Menefee 
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David Menefee 
POBOX1183 
Hayfork CA 96041 

Commissioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Commmcatlons Comss ion  
445 12th Street, N w  
Washmgton D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"hroadcast flag". I a m  writing to Join them As a user of open-source software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digid television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which IS  outside Its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs plaw to effecuvely choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
h t  consumers must use in order to watch digiml television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer programmers and "tmkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions ml constant 
innovation is what i d e s  open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implemntations of VSB and QAM 
nmdulators and dzmcdulators, preventing open-source programmers h m  innovating in field of digital 
commwcations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, comumers will be less inclinedto invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television hansition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely , 

David Menefee 
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November 4. 2003 

tommlssloner Mlchael 3 Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Capps, 

I am wrltlng to mlce my OppostlOn to any FCCmandnted adoptlon el "brondcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I ?eel strongly that Such 8 polley would be bad for Innwatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adaptlan of D N  

A rebust, competithre market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlor to veto features of DN-mceptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlea to tell technologlsts 
what new producb they can ercate Tnla wlll nsuk In products that don't nacsssaflly reflect what consumen llkc me 
actually wont, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlenaltty 

I? the FCC 19iues a broadcast ?lag mandab. I would actually be leis llkely to make an lnwstment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlprnent I wlll not pay more for davlees that llmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Ken DeMeo 
PO Box 280 
East Montpeller, VT 05651 
USA 
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Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commi 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

Please allow me to take a few moments of your time in order to express my opposition to 
the proposed adoption of the "broadcast flag" for digital televisions. I strongly betieve 
that this misuse of technology will do little but stifle legitimate innovation (including 
slowing the adoption of digital television) and inffige on the consumer's fair-use rights. 

One of the most serious problems with the "broadcast flag" proposal is that it places 
control over marketplace innovation in the hands of the MPAA, an organization with no 
vested interest in innovation. In fact, the MPAA can be viewed as having more of an 
interest in the LACK of innovation, in that they are rooted firmly in the current 
technology and content distribution model. Allowing the MPAA to veto new features in 
digital television equipment is Like giving organized crime the power to veto new wiretap 
laws. As a business organization, the MPAA will always act in the interest of it's 
members, and not the public. The result is that marketplace innovation will suffer, and 
consumers will have to make do with fewer features and no way to exercise their legally 
protected fair-use rights. 

In conclusion, I urge to you avoid "broadcast flag" technology at all costs. It is a system 
tailor-made to appeal to the Hollywood content providers, striving to protect their 
distribution-based business model in the face of new technologies. Rather than adapt to 
the realities of the current situation, they choose to adapt the current situation to that 
which they desire to be reality. This situation is unworkable, in that it places 
unreasonable restrictions on both consumer electronics manufacturers and the consumers 
themselves. Please do not adopt the "broadcast flag" technology. It benefits only the 
MPAA, and abridges the rights of consumers. 

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

A 



mcshor 
Rtl box 2661, 
Charles Town, WV 25414-9734 

Comnussioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street. N w  
Wasiungton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Comrmssioner Michael J. Copp: 

Thousands of American comumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoptlon of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flap 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch IS outslde ITS 

proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

A t i d i t ~ ~ ~ l l y .  adgtlon of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source softwale u e  
computer progrmmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source lmplemntations of VSB and QAM 
ndulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
conunwcations techques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television becarne digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television progamming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag IS likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making i t  illegal to  
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television bansition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Smncerel y . 
nicshor 
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Hang Lor 
8922 Heraldly St 
San Diego, CA92123 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications commission 
44s 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I a m  writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outslde ITS 

propr  role. It IS not the FCCs place to effectively choose the soPcware licenses or computer opsrating systena 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. M a n y  users of opensource software are 
computer prognmmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovahon is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing open-source programmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming. not less. Without innovatlve new products and flexibility in the ways consunws illr 
able to watch TV, c o n s m r s  will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to makmg it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opnsource  software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television tnnsition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Hang Lor 

1 



Eliah David Kagan 
5100 Highbridge Street, Apartment 52E 
Faytteville, New York 13066-2466 

Conmissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th StreeL NW 
Washngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Comnussioner Michael J Copps, 

Thousands of American comtuners have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoptlon of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

It is not the FCC's place to effectively h s e  the software licenses or computer operating systems that 
consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broahs t  flag will harm h v a t i o n .  Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-some software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
niodulators and demodulators. preventing opensource programmers kom innovating in field of hgital 
communications techniques used by television. 

The MPAA's stated intention of a broadcast flag rule is to prevent piracy, but it is unllkely to (lo so. Such a 
rule would prevent law abiding users and prcgranmers kom using technology as it is meant to be used. 
Crackers and inf?ingers of copyright ("pirates") do not follow the law, and would contmue to use technology 
illegally to violate it, just as they always have. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to warch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to m a k q  it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using o p e n s o m e  software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Eliah D a v i d  Kagan 

1 





October 19.2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th S-t. NW 
Washington, D.C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for 
digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for 
innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate 
for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the 
studios to tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't 
necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more 
money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV- 
capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay mom for devices that Limit my rights at the behest of 
Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for egital television. Thank you for your 
time. 

Sincerely. 

IY 
Kevin Matson 
725 NE 63rd Ave. 
Portland, OR 9721 3 
USA 



lu'ovember I ,  2003 

Commisnoner Michael J coppa 
Federal Communicatiotu Cmmbdon 
445 12th SWeef NW 
Wwhingfon, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I em mbng to voice my oppomtim to my F C C . m d t e d  a d o p h  of "bropdcprt 
and c i k ,  I feel W@y that ouch n policy would bo bad fcu innovation. cmmmar +ts. d the ulthnte PdDptirm of DTV 

A robust, competitive mnrkct for cauumm eleotmniei mvrt ba rooted in mmufmcmm' 
movie mubioo to veto fenhlrea of WV-reception equlpmcnt will enable the studio# to tell tachnolo@ whnt new products they can 
crente This wi!l r e d t  in productD that don? n e c c n d y  react w h t  connunem like me nctupur want a d  it could r e d t  in me be@ 
charged more money for inferior functimdiiy 

If the FCC insue0 n broadcprt rhg mandate, I would actually ba leis likely to mako an i n v ~ l t n d  in mV-cnpnbls receiver0 and othn 
equiprnt  I dll not pny m m  for dcvlca that Mt my d&ts at the beh& of Hollywood Plenac do not mandate broadcast tlng 
technology for disitpl tclcviricn l h n k  you fcu your time 

Sincerely, 

Bren Palmer 
256 Philadelphia Blvd 
Palm Harbor, FL 34684 
USA 

technology for d!gitd telcwion Al n conomer 

to h v a t a  for their curtomern dowing  



TO Page 1 d 1 1 12 11 PM. 10131103 4154369993 . 

October 3 1 .  2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consuner and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market f o r  consumer electronics must be rooted in 
nianufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what wnsumers like ne actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag nandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digltal television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Brian Meehan 
27 Cave Hollow 
West Henrietta. NY 14586 
USA 



John Markos OWeiU 
452 M e t t  St., Apt. 303 
San Francisco. CA 941 10 

Conmissionel Uchael I. Cows 
Fedaral Conm~nications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C.  20.554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American comumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"hroadcan flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which IS outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effemvely choose the soflware licenses or computer operating systcnls 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television brcadcan on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will hium innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer progranunxs and "tmkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constair 
innovation is what d e s  open-source softwars able to compete in the mketplam. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators. preventing opensource programmers from innovating infield of digtal 
conunutucations techtxques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television proganuning, not less. Without i~ova t ive  new products and flexibility in the ways constmiers ale 
able to watchTV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to malung it illcgal t o  
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television tramition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincere1 y , 

John Markos ONeill 

1 



William B Gaven 
110 Stone Court 
Leesbwg, VA 20176 

Conmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
44.5 12th street, N w  
Washngton D.C. 20554 

D m  Comrmssioner Michael 5. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
“broadcast flag”. I a m  writing to Join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broa&asT flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adoption ofthe broadcast flag will harm mnovation Open sotuce is used to create products mI new 
innovations without the large monetary reqluremnts that only larger corporations have access to Many users 
of open-source software are computer programmers and “tmkerers” who work to improve the software. Thelr 
contributions and constant innovation is what makes opensource software able to compete in the 
marketplace. 

Open source is the only venue available today that ensures free market cornpetition in this particular 
conmlercial XSM. It IS  vital that open source remains an active part of this technology so that consumer 
products are not restricted to only a few specific computer operating systems in order to watch digital 
talavision broadcast on their computers. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
niodulators and demodulators. preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
comnimcations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consuniers a e  
able to watch TV. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to malung it illegal t o  
watch digital tslevision on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons 1 urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

William B Gave17 
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Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Comtnun~cations Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Mark Whittington 
310 Patriot Ln 
AptD 
Williamshurg, VA 23 185 

Dear Conmssioner Michael J. G p p s  

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user and developer of open-source software. adoption of die 
broadcast flag will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating system that 
consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource softwale &e 
computer prognunmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
mothilators and demodulators. preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
conunumcations techmques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television progranuning. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consuniers air 
able to watch TV, consumers will he less inclinedto invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of dig~tal television in a&tion to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer Using open-source software. It is for these reasom I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Whittington 
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Conmussioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Commmcations Comrmssion 
44s 12th street, Nw 
Washngtos D.C. 20554 

Scott Walck 
105 E High St 
Annville 
PA 17003 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of open-source software, adoption of the broadcast flap 
will mean I ani unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which IS outside Its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software 1icense.s or computer operating systenls. 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-ource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source s o h e  able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
niodulaton am1 demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digml 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do m r e  with 
tele\.ision progamnung, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers axe 
able to watch TV. consume~s will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in adchtion to malung it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Scott Walck 
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Kurt Feiste 
5634 Oak Blvd 
Austin Texas 78735 

Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
Federal Conlmunications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Comnussioner Mchael J. Copps: 

1 agree with the sutement by the Public Knowledge enter below: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to jom them As a user of opensource sohare. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outslde its 
proFr  role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer oplrating systenls 
that Consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadwst on their conqxlters. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. b y  users of opensource sofhare arc 
computer programmers and "tiukerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace 

'l~hr broadcast flag rule advocated by the MF'AA will ban open-source implementations of VSB ml QAM 
nwxlulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of diptal 
cornmumcations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television tecanle digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to &g it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource soha re .  It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digtal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Additionally. 

It is my view that the FCC should regulate the transmittion or broadcast of signals Once these signals &-e 
received. I should be able to manipulate them for my personal use anyway I see fit. 

I believe the copyright acts are sufficient to prevent unauthorized DISTRIBUTTION of these signals 

Copyrights were meant to allow authors special rights to control the dhibuuon oftheu work to the public 
not what the individual dws with that work once received, provided the individual does not hstribute the 
work or derived work to others. 

Sincerely, 

Kurt Feiste 
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Wednesday, October 29 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Commumcahons Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
i f  swltchng doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
niovie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag Seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
eqwpment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Since re1 y. 

Greg Stout 
31 133 Cedar k d g e  Lane 
Madison Heights, MI 48071 


